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hundred percent of Social Security for 
Social Security-Medicare. Let us stop 
the raid on Social Security. It is all 
about spending.

f 

PASS MEANINGFUL MANAGED 
CARE REFORM 

(Mr. GREEN of Texas asked and was 
given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
his remarks.) 

Mr. GREEN of Texas. Mr. Speaker, 
the Republican leadership has unveiled 
yet another proposal they hope will de-
rail the efforts for meaningful HMO re-
form. Just when a bipartisan majority 
has reached a consensus on real HMO 
reform with the Norwood-Dingell bill, 
the Republican leadership is once again 
proposing harmful provisions for Amer-
icans’ health. 

The American people want HMO re-
form. Instead of figuring out how to 
solve this, they just add poison pills to 
their proposed legislation. 

For months, we have been hearing 
from the Republicans that a Patients’ 
Bill of Rights will increase costs and 
open employers to lawsuits. Well, in 
my home State of Texas, we passed 
many of these patient protections; and 
we have not had any lawsuits against 
employers. In fact, the only increase 
that we have seen is the increase in 
prescription medication that other 
States have had to do. In fact, there 
has been no exodus of employers from 
providing healthcare in Texas under 
Texas law. What Texas residents have 
is health care protection and provi-
sions that should be included in a na-
tional law. They eliminate gag clauses, 
open access to specialists for women 
and children, a timely appeals process, 
coverage for emergency care, and ac-
countability for those decision makers 
in healthcare. 

It is time to stop stonewalling and 
support a real Patients’ Bill of rights.

f 
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FISCAL DISCIPLINE IS FORGOTTEN 
WHENEVER DEMOCRATS HAVE 
AN OPPORTUNITY TO INCREASE 
SPENDING

(Mr. BARTLETT of Maryland asked 
and was given permission to address 
the House for 1 minute and to revise 
and extend his remarks.) 

Mr. BARTLETT of Maryland. Mr. 
Speaker, why is it the Democrats want 
to bust the budget caps that they 
themselves agreed to while at the same 
time they are opposed to giving tax re-
lief to the taxpayers? On the one hand, 
they argue that we must relax our fis-
cal discipline and expand government. 
On the other hand, they argue that we 
must maintain fiscal discipline and 
therefore cannot have tax relief. 

Leaving aside the many good argu-
ments for tax fairness that the Repub-

lican tax relief proposal contains, let 
us consider what the Democrats are 
saying. New Washington spending, fine. 
Tax relief for the taxpayers, no way. 
Fiscal discipline is forgotten whenever 
Democrats have an opportunity to in-
crease spending, but they are fiscal dis-
cipline’s best friend whenever tax relief 
is on the table. 

What is wrong with this picture? It is 
very simple. It is known as liberalism; 
never known, it must be said, for the 
rigor of its logic. Is there a liberal in 
the House that will step forward and 
defend their position? 

f 

HMO REFORM AND GUARAN-
TEEING A PATIENTS’ BILL OF 
RIGHTS

(Mr. WYNN asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. WYNN. Mr. Speaker, I would like 
to talk today about changing the sub-
ject. We are having a discussion here in 
Congress about the patients’ bill of 
rights. It is a bipartisan discussion in 
which both Democrats and Republicans 
agree that we need to protect patients’ 
rights: access to specialists, emergency 
room coverage, coverage for all kinds 
of illnesses when it is needed. We need 
to have the right to sue if the HMO 
causes harm to someone’s health. That 
is what we are talking about, but now 
the Republican leadership wants to 
change the subject. 

All of a sudden, they want to talk 
about medical savings accounts and ac-
cess to health care. They have several 
ideas. Some are good; some are bad. 
The point is, do not change the subject. 
The subject is HMO reform. The sub-
ject is guaranteeing a patients’ bill of 
rights with real teeth in it. 

We have a bipartisan agreement. We 
have the Dingell-Norwood bill that 
makes sense. We are having a good dis-
cussion. Do not change the subject. Let 
us stick with the patients’ bill of 
rights. Let us pass a clean bill. Their 
ideas are not paid for. They should not 
be brought up in the context of this 
issue. Let us protect patients first, and 
then we will deal with some of these 
other issues.

f 

WE MUST PROTECT THE SOCIAL 
SECURITY SURPLUS 

(Mr. SAM JOHNSON of Texas asked 
and was given permission to address 
the House for 1 minute and to revise 
and extend his remarks.) 

Mr. SAM JOHNSON of Texas. Mr. 
Speaker, let us be honest. President 
Clinton and his fellow Democrats be-
lieve in big government, the bigger the 
better. For years, President Clinton 
and the Democrats have increased 
taxes, squandered precious Social Se-
curity money on wasteful government 
spending. Now, thanks to fiscally re-

sponsible Republican policies, we have 
a budget surplus. 

We tried to return some of it to the 
American people, the true owners, but 
President Clinton vetoed any tax relief 
for hard-working Americans. Instead, 
the President and the Democrats can-
not resist the urge to take the surplus, 
go on a big spending spree and charge 
it to America’s Social Security ac-
count. The President wants this funded 
with new taxes, of course. Americans 
do not want, need, or deserve new 
taxes.

Mr. Speaker, we must protect the So-
cial Security surplus from the Presi-
dent.

f 

REPUBLICANS SHOULD KEEP 
THEIR WORD AND HONOR FUND-
ING FOR THE WYE RIVER AC-
CORDS

(Mr. FROST asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. FROST. Mr. Speaker, later today 
the House will vote on the Conference 
Report on Foreign Operations Appro-
priations for Fiscal Year 2000. I will 
vote against the conference report, 
marking the first time in 21 years that 
I have opposed a foreign aid appropria-
tions bill. 

I am taking this action for one very 
good reason. The Republican leadership 
of Congress has refused to include 
money requested by the administration 
to fund the Wye River Accords between 
Israel and the Palestinians. This is one 
of the most irresponsible acts taken by 
the Congress in a very long time. 

In August, two delegations of Mem-
bers of the House traveled to Israel and 
met with Prime Minister Barak and 
Palestinian Leader Arafat. I headed the 
Democratic delegation and the gen-
tleman from Virginia (Mr. DAVIS) head-
ed the Republican delegation. Both del-
egations told Prime Minister Barak 
and Yassir Arafat that we would sup-
port funding for the Wye River Ac-
cords. The Democrats intend to honor 
our word. Apparently the Republican 
leadership does not intend to allow 
those Republican Members to keep 
theirs.

This is indeed a sad day. The Wye 
River Accords and the subsequent 
agreement entered into by Israel and 
the Palestinians earlier this month to 
implement Wye mark a dramatic turn-
ing point in the history of the Middle 
East. President Clinton has said he will 
veto this bill if it is passed by the Con-
gress. I urge a no vote today and a vote 
to sustain the President’s veto when 
the bill is returned to the House. 

f 

STATE FLEXIBILITY, A MEANS TO 
PROTECT WELFARE REFORM 

(Mr. DEMINT asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
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